
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1831May 2, 2001
entire farming community in the
Klamath Basin of Northern California.
Families are being told simply that
there is zero water for farming this
year. It is an unspeakable tragedy and
an appalling example of the power of
the Endangered Species Act.

This is a poster child for the need to
reform this misguided law and for all
that is wrong, unjust and unbalanced
with extreme environmental policies.
It is a heartbreaking example of how
people, families and, indeed, entire
communities, can be sacrificed at the
stroke of a biologist’s pen, and based
on nothing more than incomplete data,
speculation and guesswork.

There is little consideration given to
the human species under the Endan-
gered Species Act. Once an animal or
fish species is listed, its needs must
come first, before the rights and liveli-
hoods of the American people. This is
not reasonable, it is not balanced, it is
not prudent.

Farmers should be irrigating right
now, but the normally bustling towns
of the Klamath Basin in Northern Cali-
fornia and Southern Oregon are quiet.
Without water for the crops that drive
this economy, farmers cannot work in
their fields; the fertilizer companies,
the maintenance shops, all agricul-
tural-related businesses are closing.
Delivery trucks and processing plants
sit idle. Unemployment will rise.

More than 12 years ago the govern-
ment decided that a species of fish was
in decline and had to be protected
under the Endangered Species Act, de-
spite the fact that nobody really knows
how many fish there are, how many
there have been historically, and how
many there should be. But because the
ESA requires protection at any cost
and all costs, the water has been shut
off completely and there will be no
farming this year. The Federal Govern-
ment has reneged on its promise and
has left these farmers wondering how
this could happen.

But, Mr. Speaker, this need not hap-
pen. Three decades ago this country
put men on the moon. With technology
and know-how, the impossible became
possible, and I know that we can do
this in the Klamath Basin and through-
out the country.

Protecting the environment and
maintaining our local economies need
not be mutually exclusive. In fact, we
have studies that tell us, as surprising
as this may seem, that more water
does not necessarily equal more fish.
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The issue is one of water quality, and

we can do some things to improve that
for the fish without simply taking
water from our farmers. But the ex-
treme environmentalists want this to
be an either/or proposition.

Many of us have been working for
years to fundamentally change the
ESA, knowing that it allows for just
this kind of tragic result. We have sim-
ply asked for reasonableness, for com-
mon sense, for balance between the
needs of people and the needs of fish.

We have seen lives lost because of the
Endangered Species Act, preventing us
from fixing levees. We have seen the
rights of property owners trampled.
Now we are seeing people lose all they
have or worked for. The loss of life, the
loss of livelihoods, the trouncing of
fundamental rights to freedom and the
pursuit of the American dream, all of
this is occurring under the extremes of
the Endangered Species Act.

I would venture to guess that this is
not what the American people truly
want, and that this is not what Con-
gress envisioned when it crafted this
legislation more than 30 years ago.

I am committed to making sure the
entire Nation knows that this is hap-
pening, and to working with this Con-
gress and with the administration in
making sure that it does not happen
ever again. We need a fundamental
change in this law so that we can pre-
vent our local economies and the envi-
ronment from being pitted against one
another. If we put a man on the moon,
I know that we can do this.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
PLATTS) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PLATTS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. UDALL of Colorado addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SANCHEZ)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. SANCHEZ addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

IMMIGRATION RELIEF FOR THE
SUPPORT STAFF OF FERDINAND
MARCOS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Hawaii (Mrs. MINK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to re-introduce a bill that provides immi-
gration relief for the support staff of Ferdinand
Marcos. This bill is similar to H.R. 4370, which
I introduced in the 106th Congress.

In 1986, President Marcos of the Philippines
was granted political asylum in the United

States to avert civil conflagration because of a
popular uprising against his regime. The civil
unrest arose following a controversial election
in which President Marcos claimed to have
defeated Corazon Aquino but was widely ac-
cused of election fraud. Growing street dem-
onstrations in support of Mrs. Aquino raised
fears of violence against what many viewed as
a fraudulent election result. President Marcos
left the Philippines on February 25, 1986 at
U.S. urging and went into exile in Hawaii.

President Marcos, his wife Imelda and 88
members of his staff and their families were
advised that they were being allowed into the
United States with ‘‘parole’’ status for the con-
venience of the U.S. Government. This status
is a legal fiction in which the individual is
physically present in the United States but had
never been ‘‘admitted’’ to the United States.
The Immigration and Naturalization Service
(INS) can terminate parole status at any time.
The individual can be treated as if he or she
had entered the United States illegally and
had no right to be here. In this case, it is ex-
tremely unfair.

INS has instituted proceedings to expel
some of these individuals and their families
but not all of them. The only pattern which
seems to exist is that only individuals living in
Hawaii are targeted for removal or exclusion
proceedings. Based on reports I have re-
ceived, no member of the Marcos entourage
who moved to the mainland had been the tar-
get of any exclusion, deportation or removal
proceeding.

These immigrants were invited to the United
States to help care for President Marcos who
was already ailing and died in 1989. They
were told that they could bring their families
with them. They have been in the United
States for fourteen years and are fully inte-
grated into our society. These people should
not be deported. They came to the U.S. for an
important reason. Because that reason is now
past should not cause us to turn against them.

To rectify this unfair treatment, the bill
grants the individuals and their families the
right to remain in the United States. These
honest, hardworking people came to the
United States at the invitation of our govern-
ment. Their presence was known and they
have done nothing to violate our immigration
laws. To uproot them would be an injustice to
them and their families that we should not
allow.

The exile Marcos government in Hawaii was
instigated by the U.S. to save the Philippines
from political turmoil and rebellion. Those who
came to implement this policy to end civil un-
rest in the Philippines should have the protec-
tion of this government.

I urge my colleagues to support this bill.
f

IN SUPPORT OF A MISSILE
DEFENSE SHIELD FOR AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, the
President of the United States has
stated to the world that he is going to
embark on a program to defend the
American people from incoming bal-
listic missiles.

This position, this statement, has
started the machinery of dissent
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